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These are some of the crowning 

achievements of this body, but if you 
were in Congress back then, that is 
hardly how they were viewed by some 
at the time. Back then, the minority 
party refused to provide even a single 
vote to pass these laws—not even one. 
The minority condemned them as par-
tisan tools of the angry, vengeful 
north; a power grab. 

The minority refused to come to the 
table, so the majority was willing to 
act alone—act alone—to pass civil 
rights legislation. It wasn’t partisan; it 
was patriotic. Their actions made our 
democracy stronger, and they were 
willing to do what was necessary, in-
cluding going it alone to defend our 
freedoms. Today, we feel the same way. 

The question now before the Senate 
is how we will find a path forward on 
protecting our freedoms in the 21st 
century. The Members of this Chamber 
can take inspiration from the great pa-
triots of the past who put country over 
party, or they can cross their arms and 
watch as our 240-year-old experiment 
in democracy falls prey to the specters 
of authoritarian control. 

BUILD BACK BETTER 
Madam President, on Build Back Bet-

ter, it has been a very productive week 
for Democrats as we inch closer to fi-
nalizing an agreement on President 
Biden’s Build Back Better plan. 

I want to thank all of my colleagues, 
especially our committee chairs, the 
Speaker, the President and his team 
for their leadership, diligence, and 
commitment to getting something 
done. 

The progress of this week affirms 
what we have been saying for months: 
If we stick together, if we keep work-
ing toward a legislative sweet spot, and 
if we keep our eyes on the ultimate 
goal of getting something big done for 
the American people, then we can and 
will succeed. We are closer to reaching 
that goal, and we are going to continue 
working until the job is done. 

In the end, Build Back Better is 
going to be the greatest investment in 
the American people, in our economy, 
and in the fight against climate change 
that we have seen in a long, long time. 
That is no easy feat, but we remain 
unshaken in our desire to forge ahead. 
Let’s keep going. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader is recognized. 

KENTUCKY VETERANS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
yesterday, it was my privilege to wel-
come a distinguished group of Ken-

tucky veterans from all across the 
Commonwealth to our Nation’s Cap-
ital. Representing every branch of the 
military, more than 60 Kentuckians 
who served in World War II, Korea, and 
Vietnam traveled to Washington to 
visit the memorials built in their 
honor. 

The Honor Flight program, which co-
ordinates these trips, is finally back up 
and running after the COVID–19 pan-
demic shut down their operations last 
year. I couldn’t be more thankful for 
this organization’s seamless planning 
and execution, especially in light of 
this year’s added complications. 

The Honor Flight Bluegrass chapter 
has brought hundreds of veterans to 
Washington over the years, mirroring 
the important work of their peer orga-
nizations all across the country. De-
spite the significant logistical and fi-
nancial hurdles, the Honor Flight pro-
gram ensures every veteran can travel 
at no cost to themselves. 

I had the opportunity to meet with 
some of these Kentucky heroes and lis-
ten to their incredible stories. Their 
service spanned generations, con-
tinents, and conflicts. But one thread 
unites them all: a complete dedication 
to the cause of freedom and a deep love 
for our great Nation. 

As the son of a World War II veteran, 
I have a special appreciation for these 
men and women. It was a great honor 
to stand by their side as they visited 
the solemn monuments constructed to 
commemorate their sacrifice. I would 
like to express my sincere gratitude to 
those brave servicemembers and to the 
hard-working Honor Flight organizers 
and volunteers who made their visit 
possible. 

TERRORISM 
Madam President, yesterday also 

brought a sobering reminder of the 
dangers a new generation of American 
servicemembers continue to encounter 
as they follow in the footsteps of these 
heroes. U.S. personnel operating in 
Syria became the latest targets of a 
drone attack perpetrated by terrorists. 
Whether the perpetrators turn out to 
be ISIS or, more likely, loyal Iranian 
proxies, it is clear that serious threats 
are growing all across that region. 

The terrorists who seek to harm us 
and the regimes that support them 
were emboldened—considerably 
emboldened—by our retreat from Af-
ghanistan. Just this week, the U.S.- 
designated terrorist and Taliban Inte-
rior Minister, Haqqani, praised suicide- 
bombing Taliban terrorists with Amer-
ican and Afghan blood on their hands 
and provided—listen to this—cash re-
wards to their families. They are get-
ting a cash reward for killing Ameri-
cans. The Taliban also continues to 
hamper the evacuation of American 
citizens, Afghans who worked with 
America, and other vulnerable Afghans 
who are continuing to be under threat. 

Our allies and adversaries alike are 
wondering whether the Biden adminis-
tration intends to stand up to those 
who dare to challenge us or our allies. 

They are watching—watching closely— 
to see if America will blink in the face 
of the Taliban’s defiance or Iran’s ag-
gression. I hope the President is pre-
pared to settle this question and de-
liver on our commitments. 

HEALTHCARE 
Madam President, now on an entirely 

different matter, there is little confu-
sion about the devastating economic 
impact Democrats would bring about 
by ramming through their reckless 
taxing-and-spending spree: more taxes, 
more debt, and more painful inflation. 

But this isn’t some collection of well- 
intentioned policies whose pricetag has 
just gotten dangerously out of control; 
the policies themselves would mean 
real pain for American families—case 
in point: the heavyhanded mandates 
that would restrict choice and access 
to affordable, lifesaving healthcare. 

Democrats want to ax the private in-
surance plans that millions of Ameri-
cans have chosen and prefer. They 
want to build new Federal health pro-
grams and expand the ones that exist 
today, heaping more than $550 billion 
in new expenses on taxpayers to insure 
less than 4 million more people. Let me 
say that again. They want to build new 
Federal health programs and expand 
the ones that exist today, heaping 
more than $550 billion in new ex-
penses—new expenses—on taxpayers. 
The result: to insure less than 4 million 
more people. 

Here is the truth: The overwhelming 
majority of Americans today have ac-
cess to healthcare. Democrats just 
don’t like the private plans that most 
Americans choose. 

Then, there is the plan to heap hun-
dreds of billions of dollars in new pro-
grams and huge pools of additional peo-
ple into a Medicare system that ex-
perts say is already—already, right 
now—dangerously close to insolvency. 
This is a huge, risky leap toward Medi-
care for All at the expense of the sta-
bility and the security of the actual 
Medicare system that millions of sen-
iors rely on right now. 

Democrats want to pour cold water 
on America’s world-leading medical in-
novation sector by imposing socialist 
price caps on prescription medicines. 
In another example of Democrats’ 
magic math—magic math—the ration-
ale here is apparently that calling 
something cheaper actually makes it 
so. Calling something cheaper, they 
think, actually makes it so. 

In reality, research tells us this 
would mean fewer new treatments and 
new cures. By one analysis, these price 
controls would cause up to 20 times—20 
times—as much lost life over a decade 
as the once-in-a-century COVID pan-
demic already has. I want to say that 
again. By one analysis, these socialist 
price controls could cause up to 20 
times as much lost life over a decade as 
the once-in-a-century COVID pandemic 
already has. Suppressing innovation 
through drug socialism would literally 
cost American lives. 

Of course, they are planning to leave 
behind commonsense protections 
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against taxpayer-funded abortion that 
had enjoyed consistent bipartisan sup-
port for decades. 

So, Madam President, this isn’t just 
a runaway pricetag; these policies 
themselves are terrible—terrible poli-
cies—destructive things that would 
make America’s families’ lives actu-
ally worse. And the end goal, as one 
liberal House Member said just yester-
day, is a Medicare for All system from 
before you are born until you die—from 
before you are born until you die. 

More government between families 
and affordable care. More government 
between sick patients and lifesaving 
cures. More reckless ideas from Wash-
ington Democrats. 

U.S. SUPREME COURT 
Madam President, now on one final 

matter, earlier this week during a trip 
to South America, Secretary of State 
Blinken said that ‘‘undermining the 
independence of the courts’’ and ‘‘pack-
ing courts’’ were among ‘‘the ways that 
democracies can come undone.’’ This is 
the Secretary of State during a trip to 
South America. His warning was appar-
ently directed to neighbors in our 
hemisphere, but ironically—iron-
ically—his own fellow Democrats here 
in Washington, DC, apparently need 
the same lecture. 

Last week, President Biden’s much- 
ballyhooed Commission tasked with 
studying potential changes to the 
makeup of the U.S. Supreme Court 
issued its first findings. In some cor-
ners of the radical left, there was pre-
dictable disappointment that it had 
not more explicitly fed the flames. 

But let’s be clear: The mere creation 
of this Commission was itself a clumsy 
act of political thuggery against judi-
cial independence, and what it did 
seem to support—slapping term limits 
on Supreme Court Justices—is no less 
of a radical affront to the principles on 
which the Court was established. 

So, Madam President, curtailing the 
tenure of our Nation’s senior-most 
judges is such an obvious threat to ju-
dicial independence, it has literally 
been warned about since our Nation’s 
founding. Here is what Alexander Ham-
ilton had to say about it—and he didn’t 
mince any words—in Federalist 78. He 
warned that the judiciary is ‘‘in con-
tinual jeopardy of being overpowered, 
awed or influenced by its coordinate 
branches; and that as nothing can con-
tribute so much to its firmness and 
independence, as permanency in of-
fice’’—permanency in office—‘‘this 
quality may therefore be justly re-
garded as an indispensable ingredient 
in its constitution.’’ 

This is Alexander Hamilton, Madam 
President—‘‘an indispensable ingre-
dient’’—Alexander Hamilton on life 
tenure for judges. Our Founders in-
sisted on it because they knew that the 
branches of government with the pow-
ers to write and execute laws would be 
tempted to undermine the branch that 
could exercise nothing but its judg-
ment. 

To an alarming degree in recent 
years, we have seen Democrats in both 

the executive and the legislative suc-
cumb to exactly the temptation that 
Alexander Hamilton warned us about, 
from the brazen amicus brief from a 
group of our Senate colleagues warning 
the Court to ‘‘heal itself’’ lest it be ‘‘re-
structured,’’ to the bizarre verbal 
threats issued by the Democratic lead-
er on the steps of the Court, naming 
Justices who would ‘‘pay the price’’ for 
failing to rule the way he wanted, to 
the pseudoacademic Commission the 
President created to consider reani-
mating the ugly cadaver of court pack-
ing that his party last tried 80 years 
ago. 

So, Madam President, these are non-
sense responses to a nonexistent prob-
lem. The real problem is the shameful 
depths to which Democrats are appar-
ently willing to stoop in pursuit of 
brute power. As I have said before, sen-
sible people of all political stripes have 
an obligation to condemn this behav-
ior. But the most embarrassing con-
demnation of these tired tactics? Our 
Founders saw it coming centuries in 
advance. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 254, Tana 
Lin, of Washington, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Western District of Wash-
ington. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Christopher Murphy, Amy Klobuchar, 
Debbie Stabenow, Martin Heinrich, Ed-
ward J. Markey, Patty Murray, Tina 
Smith, Tammy Baldwin, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Brian Schatz, Tim Kaine, 
Alex Padilla, Tammy Duckworth, 
Richard Blumenthal, Jacky Rosen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Tana Lin, of Washington, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Washington, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BOOKER). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 421 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 

Blumenthal 
Booker 

Brown 
Cantwell 

Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 

King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—47 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Portman 

Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Feinstein 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 47. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant bill clerk read as 
follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 187, Doug-
las L. Parker, of West Virginia, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of Labor. 

Charles E. Schumer, Patty Murray, Shel-
don Whitehouse, Ben Ray Luján, Mar-
tin Heinrich, Cory A. Booker, Jack 
Reed, Joe Manchin III, Richard J. Dur-
bin, Mazie K. Hirono, Christopher A. 
Coons, Richard Blumenthal, Jacky 
Rosen, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Gary C. 
Peters, Chris Van Hollen, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Douglas L. Parker, of West Virginia, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of Labor, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) and the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SCHATZ). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote or 
change their vote? 
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